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Application Papers 

9) L~H The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)^ The drawing(s) filed on 1 5 November 2004 is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 
Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 75-78 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 76 and 77 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75. 

Claim 76 recites the limitation "said associated media content identifier" in line 4 
of claim 76. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 77 recites the limitation "said media content identifier" in lines 1-2 of claim 
77. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 75 and 76 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ottesen et al. (US005930493A) in view of Hjelsvold et al. (US006546555B1). 

Regarding claim 75, Ottesen et al. (Ottesen) discloses a transformer (See Fig. 3, 
30) comprising: 
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a converter (See Fig. 3, 33) including an input for receiving format-unspecified 
media content (e.g. multimedia programs; wherein the received multimedia program 
have no specified format, e.g. they are not digitally compressed yet) (See col. 7 lines 
25-67, col. 8 lines 18-28, and col. 8 line 65 - col. 9 line 9), said converter automatically 
and separately providing: 

at least one media block (e.g. 1 sec. video segment) comprising at least a portion 
of said media content (See Figs. 5 and 6; col. 9 lines 25-45), and 

a description of said portion of media content (e.g. A1 , A2,...,AN) wherein said 
description does not include a storage address for said media block (See Figs. 5 and 7; 
col. 9 line 60 - col. 10 line 10; e.g. A1 is a video segment address. It is used to identify 
the video segment within the multimedia program. It is not a physical storage address. 
For example, the 1 sec. video segment for A1 is stored at physical location R1 ,C1 ); 

a storage managing unit (See Fig. 3, 40) coupled to said converter to receive 
said at least one media block and said description (See Figs. 5 and 7), 

a translator (See Fig. 3, 40; wherein the unit 40 serves the function of the 
translator) configured to relate said stored media block to said stored description (e.g. 
mapping the physical storage location to the unique segment address via address table) 
(See Fig. 7; col. 9 line 60 - col. 10 line 10); 

said transformer thereby enabling random retrieval of a plurality of stored media 
blocks (See Fig. 3; col. 9 line 60 - col. 10 line 10 and col. 10 lines 45-65; wherein the 
system can retrieve video segments as non-sequential video segments) in response to 
receiving a single request comprising said description from a requestor (See Fig. 21, 
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302; col. 9 lines 2-4; e.g. subscriber makes a request for a multimedia programming), 
when said request does not include a storage address for said description and does not 
include a storage address for retrieved ones of said plurality of stored media blocks 
(e.g. subscriber makes a request/selection of a multimedia program. The subscriber 
does not provide any physical storage addresses, they simply make a multimedia 
programming selection). 

However, Ottesen does not explicitly disclose that the storage managing unit 
stores said at least one media block in a first memory and storing said description in a 
second memory. 

Hjelsvold et al. (Hjelsvold) discloses a video archiving system. Hjelsvold 
discloses that a storage managing unit stores said at least one media block in a first 
memory (11) and storing said description in a second memory (12) (See Fig. 1; col. 4 
lines 22-37). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the system disclosed by Ottesen to have the 
storage managing unit store said at least one media block in a first memory and store 
said description in a second memory, as taught by Hjelsvold, in order to provide an 
efficient means for managing storage space of various types of content. 

Regarding claim 76, said converter (See Ottesen Fig. 3, 33) input is coupled to at 
least one encoder (See Ottesen Fig. 3, 32) selected from the group comprising: MPEG, 
AVI, and DIVX said transformer enabling retrieval of media content blocks based on 
said associated media content identifier regardless of selected encoder (See Ottesen 
col. 7 lines 25-67, col. 9 lines 26-30, col. 9 line 60 - col. 10 line 10, and col. 10 lines 45- 



Application/Control Number: 09/668,700 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2424 

65; the parser is generic with respect to the encoding therefore the system is able to 
retrieve the video based on the description regardless of the encoding used by the 
encoder). 

5. Claims 77 and 78 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ottesen et al. (US005930493A) in view of Hjelsvold et al. (US006546555B1) as 
applied to claim 75 above, and further in view of Jain et al. (US006360234B2). 

Regarding claim 77, Ottesen in view of Hjelsvold does not disclose that the 
description comprises at least one of a program name, program start time, program end 
time, channel, duration, and keyword. 

Jain et al. (Jain) discloses a video cataloger system that is able to store and 
retrieve videos. Jain discloses said description comprises at least one of a program 
name (See Jain col. 6 line 56; title), program start time (See col. 5 line 62), program end 
time, channel, duration, and keyword (See Jain Figs. 6 and 7; col. 5 line 51 - col. 7 line 
1 8). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify the system disclosed by Ottesen in view of Hjelsvold 
to have the description comprises at least one of a program name, program start time, 
program end time, channel, duration, and keyword, as taught by Jain, in order to 
provide the user the ability to find the user's desired piece of video instantly and 
effortlessly using descriptions (e.g. metadata) (See col. 1 lines 46-62). 

Regarding claim 78, wherein at least one of said portions of media content 
comprises a single frame (e.g. keyframe 340, 342, 344, etc.) of said media content and 
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wherein said single frame is retrievable from storage based on said description (See 
Jain Figs. 6 and 7; abstract, col. 1 lines 46-62, col. 2 lines 8-30, and col. 5 line 51 - col. 
7 line 18; the user is able to retrieve the keyframe using the digital video asset ID and 
metadata). 

Conclusion 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JOSEPH G. USTARIS whose telephone number is 
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(571)272-7383. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-5 PM; Alternate 
Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher S. Kelley can be reached on 571-272-7331 . The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Joseph G Ustaris/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2424 



